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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment A, filed 5/1 0/2004. 

2. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 11-17, and 19-26 are pending in this application. Claims 1,13, 
and 24 are independent claims. In the Amendment A, Claims 1 , 4, 5, 8, 1 2, 1 3, 1 5, 20, 
21 , 23, and 25 were amended. This action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 26 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

It appears that the applicant wanted to remove "associating" from the claim and 

add "displaying", however "displaying" is crossed out and "associating" is no longer in 

the claim at all. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1 , 2, 8, 1 1 , 1 5, 1 6, and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raje Software (Focus on Today) in view of Harries et al. (US 
6496780). 

In regards to claim 1 , Raje Software teaches an apparatus comprising: an 
information display, wherein a value of a variable selected from the group consisting of 
percentage of maximum daylight, sunrise, sunset, phase of the moon, tide height, wave 
height, wind speed, probability of precipitation, weather conditions, a birthday, a 
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graduation day, and an anniversary, pertaining to a particular time, is associated with a 
portion of said information display (See Figure 1, Element 1, the information selected in 
this element is presented in figure 2, element 1 ). Raje Software does not teach an 
apparatus wherein the said variable is associated with an icon representing an image of 
said value of said variable and wherein the icon is embedded on a portion of said 
information display. Harries teaches, In addition to weather imagery, indicia and 
sounds, the screen 1 10 may display weather measurements and/or the instruments 
associated with, or used to obtain, them. For example, in FIGS. 2-9, the screen 
includes a thermometer 210 and an accompanying temperature readout 220." (Column 
3, Line 63). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Raje Software with the teachings of Harries and include icons 
that represent the value of their variable with the motivation to provide information to the 
user that is readily understood by the viewing audience (Harries, Column 1 , Line 24). 

In regards to claim 2, Raje Software teaches an apparatus wherein said value of 
said variable is associated with a location (See Figure 3). 

Claim 8 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 11, Raje Software teaches a method further comprising 
correlating the icon with a magnitude of the variable (See Figure 2, Element 1 , when the 
variable is off then no information is shown, when the variable is on then the appropriate 
data (i.e. icon) is shown). 

Claim 15 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 16 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 19 is in the same context as claim 1 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 3, 7, 9, 14, 17, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over by Raje Software (Focus on Today) in view of Harries et al. (US 
6496780) further in view of Daniel Basterfield. 

In regards to claim 3, Raje Software and Harries teach all the limitations of claim 
1 . They do not teach an apparatus wherein said information display is handheld. 
Basterfield teaches that you can have the IBM PalmTop PC1 1 0 running under the 
Windows 95 environment. Since this PC is so small it is considered to be handheld. 
Further since Raje Software's product only requires a Windows 95 operation system to 
run, the IBM PalmTop PC 1 10 would have been sufficient at running the application. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Raje Software's invention and Harries with the teachings of 
Basterfield and include an apparatus that could run on an IBM PalmTop PC 1 10 with 
the motivation to make the application easy to carry anywhere. 

In regards to claim 7, Raje Software, Harries, and Daniel Basterfield teach all the 
limitations of claim 3. Basterfield further teaches that the information display is coupled 
with a handheld computer. Basterfield teaches that you can have the IBM PalmTop 
PC1 10 running under the Windows 95 environment. Since this PC is so small it is 
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considered to be handheld. Further since Raje Software's product only requires a 
Windows 95 operating system to run, the IBM PalmTop PC 1 10 would have been 
sufficient at running the application. 

Claim 9 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 14 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 17 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 22 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 4, 5, 12, 13, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raje Software (Focus on Today) in view of Harries et al. (US 
6496780) further in view of Hirai (US 5892519). 

In regards to claim 4, Raje Software and Harries teach all the limitations of claim 
1 . They do not teach an apparatus wherein a modulation of background intensity of 
said icon is correlated with said variable. Hirai teaches, "According to the information 
display device as described above, for example if image data corresponding to various 
environmental conditions of the sky at various time points such as morning, noon and 
evening are stored, and these data are switched to one another in accordance with the 
time, the user can have sense of time and feel as if he is surrounded by the nature with 
the artificially-produced environmental variation of the outdoors." (Column 1, Line 56, 
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Also Figures 6a-6f). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Raje Software and Harries with the teachings of Hirai and 
include an apparatus that changes appearance overtime with the motivation to provide 
the user a feeling of the outside world when he is using the computer. 

In regards to claim 5, Raje Software and Harries teach all the limitations of claim 
1 . They do not teach an apparatus wherein a modulation of background intensity of an 
icon is correlated with said variable to form a watermark image on said information 
display. Hirai teaches, "According to the information display device as described above, 
for example if image data corresponding to various environmental conditions of the sky 
at various time points such as morning, noon and evening are stored, and these data 
are switched to one another in accordance with the time, the user can have sense of 
time and feel as if he is surrounded by the nature with the artificially-produced 
environmental variation of the outdoors." (Column 1, Line 56, Also Figures 6a-6f). 

In regards to claim 12, Raje Software and Harries teach all the limitations of 
claim 8. They do not teach a method, wherein said associating causes a background 
intensity of the portion of the information display to be correlated with the variable. Hirai 
teaches, "According to the information display device as described above, for example if 
image data corresponding to various environmental conditions of the sky at various time 
points such as morning, noon and evening are stored, and these data are switched to 
one another in accordance with the time, the user can have sense of time and feel as if 
he is surrounded by the nature with the artificially-produced environmental variation of 
the outdoors." (Column 1, Line 56, Also Figures 6a-6f). 
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In regards to claim 13, Raje Software and Harries teaches all the limitations of 
claim 8. They do not teach a method, wherein said associating causes a modulation of 
a background intensity of the portion of the information display to be correlated with the 
variable. Hirai teaches, "According to the information display device as described 
above, for example if image data corresponding to various environmental conditions of 
the sky at various time points such as morning, noon and evening are stored, and these 
data are switched to one another in accordance with the time, the user can have sense 
of time and feel as if he is surrounded by the nature with the artificially-produced 
environmental variation of the outdoors." (Column 1, Line 56, Also Figures 6a-6f). 

Claim 20 is in the same context as claim 12; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 21 is in the same context as claim 13; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 23, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Raje Software (Focus on Today) in view of Sureguard. 

In regards to claim 23, Raje Software teaches an apparatus comprising: an 
information display (See Figure 4); and a calendar to be displayed on said information 
display (See Figure 2, and Figure 4). Raje Software does not teach an apparatus 
wherein an image representing a percentage of maximum sunlight for a selected time 
and a location is associated with a calendar entry to be displayed on said information 
display. Sureguard teaches an apparatus wherein an image representing a percentage 
of maximum sunlight for a selected time and a location is displayed on the screen (See 
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Figure 5-7). Since Raje Software already shows information about the sunrise and the 
sunset it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Raje Software with the teachings of Sureguard and include an 
image representing the percentage of sunlight with the motivation to provide the user 
with a convenient way of determining how much sunlight will be available and for what 
portion of the day. 

In regards to claim 25, Raje Software teaches a method comprising: estimating a 
percentage of maximum sunlight for a time and location; and associating the 
percentage of maximum sunlight with a calendar entry(See Figure 2, and Figure 4). 
Since the sunset and sunrise times are given, it is inherent that a percentage of 
maximum sunlight can be calculated. Raje Software does not teach a method 
displaying an image of the percentage of sunlight on an information display. Sureguard 
teaches a method displaying an image of the percentage of sunlight on an information 
display (See Figure 5-7). Since Raje Software already shows information about the 
sunrise and the sunset it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Raje Software with the teachings of Sureguard and 
include an image representing the percentage of sunlight with the motivation to provide 
the user with a convenient way of determining how much sunlight will be available and 
for what portion of the day. 

In regards to claim 26, Raje Software and Sureguard teach all the limitations of 
claim 25. Raje Software does not teach a method wherein said results in modulating 
the image intensity of a part of said information display. Sureguard teaches a method 
wherein said displaying results in modulating the image intensity of a part of said 



Application/Control Number: 09/966,652 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2174 

information display (See Figure 5-6). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify Raje Software with the teachings of 
Sureguard and modulate the image intensity with the motivation to provide the users 
with a better understanding of changes in regards to sunlight over different periods of 
time. 

Claim 24 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over by Raje 
Software (Focus on Today) in view of Sureguard further in view of Daniel Basterfield. 

In regards to claim 24, Raje Software and Sureguard teach all the limitations of 
claim 23. They do not teach an apparatus wherein said information display is handheld. 
Basterfield teaches that you can have the IBM PalmTop PC110 running under the 
Windows 95 environment. Since this PC is so small it is considered to be handheld. 
Further since Raje Software's product only requires a Windows 95 operation system to 
run, the IBM PalmTop PC 1 10 would have been sufficient at running the application. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Raje Software and Sureguard with the teachings of Basterfield and 
include an apparatus that could run on an IBM PalmTop PC 1 10 with the motivation to 
make the application easy to carry anywhere. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicants arguments with respect to claim 1-5, 7-9, 11-17 and 19-26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (703) 305-8774. 
After the Examiner relocates to the new headquarters in Alexandria VA, the Examiner's 
phone number will change to (571)272-4070. The examiner can normally be reached 
on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Boris Pesin 
AU2174 
August 26, 2004 
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